TR0 FEREFBHEMAEMUNE (FHREMEREMARER)
(A GUALREEETHT 28E - R T07 5 LORSR U
(H28- 35 f85-—#%-002)

EE:MpR=

AR TREE
FEHE A5 S L0
—XEBENATRABEEZRAW:=-Web R—X 7055 L—

SRR EE
EEAN (LEXRZ-REFHBAMREHEFT L5 — - HR)
MEHZNE
HILE (RBEXFREBEXFRZREZFFMRARBBEERRETL - £51R)

WS« ABFEO BANIE, BIEICB T 2B AIZAT /2 A F L~ LR - T aE— g v
WRALT, PHIEET w77 L0 LFIEZITO 2 & THD, 3FHIZHTD ik 30 4F
T, ROT 4T e AENAANNR (T—0 « o F AR N BRETHERE L
TU AN — BB ((EFLUSN ORI O ICHER L, FEEAA 7 AMEEE (Attention
Bias Modification : ABM) % /= Web X—2 71 /' J LOWE%L, EAEALELAER
WX OBETA2ZE2HE LT,

AV H—Fy VRESHEOBRGE=F =P OEE LSBT L Flt~ v T IE T
Ty T A MUK DI ARE L MREECEIY )72 (5%58E 150 N), I AREIZIEZ Web
NR—=Z2DABM 7 v /7 L& LT DL OIEIE L, 1 » ARICHREE LI/ v F—F v
ML HEHEMELFEML, ZHEN 119 A (79.3%). 107 A (71.3%) M DIEIEETG
7o FRIAEBLIOREGRETIZ. V—2 - oA DAL b, BERZE, RERYE, K
g7y U NY —RER, U—AARY X LEFHO LT,

T ORGSR, U—2 « 2 AV RA b, FERR, Koy, U ANY —RBR, U—HR
U XLIAERINANRITEBD SN2 o2 b 00, REREZEOARZAREEBIZE L T
I ANEREIRNCABIAFEIMET L2 1Eh (28.2%6.9 to 27.3+6.7, p<0.05), IREERZHRTT
FUZHOWT Y, AERETRALNT: (45.3%11.4 to 44.0£11.6, p<0.05),

T—J « A TVA L MY — FOBRICK Y, RERZOUENR O Z L E
WAANCOFLWITR Th D, 4%, RERZOWELZE LV —2 =AY Ak
DRREMR L, S ORIMFENLELEBb b,

A (ZC&IC F7m A B~V R« Tae—3 3 B
AWFZED B, BHEgICB T @AW LT, PHHEEBE 27T L0 ME4T95 2
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EThH D2 BITHT 5 VR 29 FEE T,
ROT AT e AHIANVAR (T— e
TATALRN) ZRETLHERELTY D
AN —R R (EE LIS DORFER O TT) 127
HL, UB AU —fRBRDOEHEZR & HEZE
K% WEB fi& TR+ 2 & &b, UD
N —RREAET LT —HAR Y A LEK
WA o707 a 7T 5T 7Y) 2L
NAay MIEEITo T2, 707 T A%, VU
AN — RO F R EHRTH 5.0 AR
BEDOMAEIZIER L, EEANA T AEIEE

(attention Bias Modification : ABM) %
AWTU—HR U X LD, LEE
DIREZBL T, V=0 T ATV AR
i bsEsZ 2 HME LTV, 44
X, ABM ZHW T —7 « =AU R
v M EREHENICH ESEL T 0 ST LA
L, 207 u s T Lk Web ~— A THefit
T5Z L ORE, EAER b IEGER Gt
MMM 1 » H) THRETL2ZLx2AmME L
7=

B. MRLAX
B-1. &

A=y NIESEORGERE=4%—
PHEELEBMAEEDS L, LLFTOR
ASEYE L A RYEIC L W BN A EE LT,
BUAZLUET, 20 w05 B9 Wk TO Yl
ThbHrZ L., ARENTEH 5ilHETH 5
LU, BN, KRR TH D Z L,
ENFEETHD L L Uiz, RSO
WA A9 5 300 6%t LT, It
NBE L ARHIRECE O (T 24T D 720, ML
FElir~ v F SR E-7Tny s 5 0 MMbx
To7z (K1), 14 AMOI AEREHIRHIC
BT, B LI-HEX, MABET314,
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IR T 48 44 Th o 1o, BB T AT D K5
LIRS FHDORIL, ITAEE 119 44, FEdilRE
107 £ CToh o7z, WEEOF & MR %2~
v FEETY I IV— N EFToT, HREDF
B RS R 221, I AREDS 40.149.8 7%,
WEHIEDY, 39.9£10.1 W ThH -7 (n.s.),
B-2. 704U 5 LRUAELM

T s gAML, AR AR CTEEDH
%5 ABM #=H 7= (e.g. Tayama, Saigo,
Ogawa, et al., 2018), FEFE D/ XA 2 v |
W5E i, ABM 717 J A% ipad (2 Xk -
TEE LR, BEoa—FeI T %
BRLT, SFEIL FRHBODAY— N7+
VTCEMTEL LTS T AELEL
TV AT DEFRICHWE (K 2), 7,
FRHFEIX 1 5 AR TH Y, ABM FEfi[a1%k
1E5 M (EE1TE%R 600 #1T) ThoT,
B-3. ABM iR
ABM#E#E & LTlE, 8 >OU—27 « =
TATAY NEEY—FRE, 8 DD=a—
NI NVZRESEME AT HDNED T — ROV
TINNERTIZLTE 120 RITT7 V& AL
A~— 7 lmod ETRERICERL,
TR U FA DA MY — R J51A)
I CERRTIETH -7 (X 3), R
NEFE B ORI R IC W T, 1 3RITh 7
v, FEMLS 500msec, E FX7 #E4f 500msec,
Ta—7 () BRGNS DHE TR L
77
B-4. ABMIZAHW=T7—F

BIMEHGEE L LT, [BE, ol 3,
Bk, EERL, 577, oo, EFA] 2 vz,
2— KN T—=RONEOT—RELT,
[BWE, sy, (7, Mk, (BT, #6PH,
H, ] 2 W, ThEnoy — RiZo
T, ABM BRI IS0 B8 1T 7 15 TRk

fn ot

=
=N



TEMRME (1. FERICARY T 47, 2. LR
VTAT, 8 DTINIRYT 47, 4. ==
— kT, 5. BN AT 47, 6. HE
IAT 4T, 1. FFERAT 4 7) ZRD
7=
B-5. i

AHIIZ OV T, TARTE T ARIZB WD
T, UTORELZHAWNCEH0ZIT-> 7,

UWES ( Utrecht Work Engagement
Scale) —TU—7 « T A VA B
T HIES) . BVE. BEAD 3 EENLRDR
J (Shimazu, Schaufeli, Kosugi, et al.,
2008) T, AWFETIIAER 3HA, 29
HE (FEHHE 0-6 /L THCAHMN) ORI
Z AWz,

STAI (State-Trait Anxiety Inventory)
— RNEZFHlT 5 RET, FrEAZEads
H 20 JHE, REALZBEEER 20 HA . 4
40 H (FHHE 1-4 JCHOHE) 226722
5 RJE (Spielberger, Gorsuch, Lushene, et
al., 1983) TH D, AWFZETIL, FERZA
AL E, FERL AR B, R RZfR
3, KEBAL AL E, REBRELAE
HE, REAZRGREZNENET LT,

UMACL (The University of Wales
Institute of Science and Technology Mood
Adjective Checklist) —%/) % i3 % R
EC, v —REE, BaRTEE, PURRED
3IN¥ 18 THA (5IHH 1-4 xiTH M)
b A R E  ( Matthews, Jones,
Chamberlain., 1990) TH 0, AWF5E Ti,
TRVF TR, BORTEE AR L7,
DUWAS (Dutch Workaholic Scale) — 7 —
AU XA &GN T D RE (Schaufeli,
Shimazu, Taris, 2009) ThH 0 , i =i X &,
SRIEAY B X AT 5 (% 5 A 1-4

JUTCH CRE) .
B-6. /4

SHTIE, pre, post DT —H & = —fi%
feHeE HRERIC X 20 & T 72, £12. %)
& (Cohen’s d DOEHAEIT-7=,
B-7. BRI E
FEEERBE LT T - T a s
T BT L D AR AL R O il & 7=
S TR, RIFRZFRFPEE AR A AR
AR ey W R i = B SIAN @ S E|
KB LOFIEICOWTHEEL =T, Al
372 (FFrl&5 18072701, 2018 4= 8 H 23
=P

C. #&8

U — FORSEMRHEIZ>WT, V—2 - =
VAT AY FEED 8 U— RO AT
BIHEER AT, 22+£08 THhoTz, —,
Za—FTNVRNRDOY — KDOA T F
HEREFEIL, 3.4+1.2 THotz, T—7 -
A TVA N E=a— N T VRAED
U— ROFFEMICITEEEZN RN
(p<0.05),

T AT A Y N R OED FALRFIZD
WU, MABROEIA bR ho T (&
1), £7-, UMACL, DUWAS KO &4 5D
THETFDOmF TSN T A AL L D24k
RN h 5T,

ANZIZHOWTIE, FrEARZICBET 5 A
K OREIZIINAIC L D2 BT R S 7 i
ol LIDLRRR G, WERZ O R ZARIEH
HIZBI L CiE, MAEBZICHREICIKTL
72 (28.246.9 t0 27.8+6.7, p<0.05) , & 512,
WHEARZRIFEIZOWNT S, HFERIE T
F 57z (45.3+11.4 to 44.0+11.6, p<0.05) .



D. &%

FRELT, ATBS T Lo T, Rk
RLIZRTT 4 TIREDPRSEND Z L3
oMo lc, V=0 s AP A |
B Y — RO LV, IREEAZDOUE
DR Z EIXENIATOH LWETRT
bV, SEFEMRRRGEEZ T DIl 5
RTh D,

AWFZEIT R LGB TH D, 5
@i#k@%:omf IFE I h T eo

S, A LB RITR 2l & RN
ié%@iﬁwk%zfﬁwxoi@,ﬂﬁ
WZU—7 « 2 A DA BT — R
M7z ABM 23 REENZ OREIC FF 5 L7z
AIREPEDS VN, SEATHFZE TIE, ABM OAR%L
WENRICEAT A X7 U AT,
STAL ZF545F & D IRIER L D UE R
BWE N RENTWS (Hakamata, Y.,
Lissek, S., Bar-Haim, et al., 2010), V—
J s A VA MY — ROBRIRIC
Ko TREBARL DI L 7o A T = X LIZD
WTITHAMEICIR U2 2 LIXTE RV,
ABM T3, DHIZRRE~D LD 70 5
T, ORER(L2 58 5115 (Tayama, d.,
Saigo, T., Ogawa, et al, 2017; Tayama, J.,
Saigo, T., Ogawa, et al, 2018), V—7 + =
YA YA NEE Y — RO X
ST, V= -2 A VA MBS S
N DFREN - (EE) - SFELFLD A T = X LB
BT HZ LIk o T, REALEHRENL
TATREED N & 5,

—J7, U= A VR FDfAELEIC
NRDBFRBD B2 o E LTI, 39
DEBNREZ HLDH, —2 B, BEHIFIC
BT 528BITHL, V—2r -2 T AT A
MIREL EADOHBEEFF>Z LMo T
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V%5 (Innstrand, Langballe, Falkum,
2012), B Z R <BET D Z LI k-
T, RLZDRTEEN LT —T -5
TAY MIBEBEZ DBGENEBEIND
ATREMEITSEEICITARE TE R, “o I
U — FOBERUCEHT LB TH D, AL
T, V=20 2 APk PEET — R
E=a— FINREGEE AT ORNEDOD
— FZRELTEBY, &Y — FEEROHE
MZERDPBEO LN TINDHO 0, KHIL
DHWNWT— KRBT REEENH 5, EF
i &0 B i T D U — REEE AT
ANERETHZET, 77U M LA~DEE
N EE D AREEN B 5, =D HIX, *5E
DR G L Ttdh b, N—RA 7
ALDI =T A DA N, FATIE
7% (Shimazu, Schaufeli, Miyanaka, et al,
2010) &HEA~NTHEFEN -T2, V=2 - =
YA VA ORI, A~ OB
STFMEN=, AIATIT 5 23~ D
ST HIRD o 72O L7z,

E %I:lﬂﬂ:ﬂ

AFgeDfEmm & LT, HyE 2Rtg L Lz
vV T T T T T ALY, RN SGE
THZLERHALMNI 2o T,
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# 1  Generalized estimation equation model & %5 & Dk 5

w . . Group x
B THEE (n=107) MAEE (n=119) Group Period .p
period
. » Effect size . . Effect size
Alj 1 Alj 1 effect effect interaction
(d) (d)
UWES
2.5+1.1 2.4+1.2 2.5+1.1 2.4+1.2
. 0.02 -0.08 n.s n.s n.s
T A (2.3-2.7) (2.2-2.6) (2.3-2.7)  (2.2-2.6)
6.9+3.2 6.943.6 7.243.3 6.743.5
. 0.01 -0.15 n.s n.s n.s
1577 (6.3-7.5) (6.2-7.6) (6.6-7.8)  (6.0-7.3)
8.3£3.4 8.243.6 8.3+3.7 8.143.9
. -0.03 -0.06 n.s n.s n.s
E0=0 (7.6-8.9) (7.5-8.9) (7.6-9.0)  (7.4-8.8)
7.0£3.6 7.243.8 7.243.7 7.143.7
o 0.06 n.s n.s n.s
A (6.3-7.7) (6.4-7.9) (6.5-7.8)  (6.4-7.8)
STAI-FHER R
20.3+6.7 20.8+6.5 0.08 20.3£6.5  20.1x6.7 0.03
. -U. n.s n.s n.s
N2 A (19.1-21.6)  (19.6-22.0) (19.1-21.4) (18.9-21.3)
28.7+5.4 28.2+45.5 0.09 28.245.6  28.3+5.4 0.02
-U. . n.s n.s n.s
NEZARTEH A (27.7-29.7)  (27.1-29.2) (27.2-29.2) (27.3-29.3)
49.0£10.8  49.0£10.4 48.5£10.5  48.5+10.7
s 0.01 0.01 n.s n.s n.s
EYEYE (47.0-51.1)  (47.0-50.9) (46.6-50.4)  (46.5-50.4)
STAI-RREEAR &
17.4+6.8 17.146.0 0.05 17.146.0 16.746.2 007
-U. -U. n.s n.s n.s
N2 A (16.1-18.7)  (15.9-18.3) (16.0-18.2) (15.6-17.8)
27.847.0 27.8+6.5 001 28.246.9  27.3%6.7 013
. -U. n.s n.s n.s
NEZARTEH A (26.4-29.1)  (26.5-29.0) (26.9-29.4) (26.1-28.5)*
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THRNF—FRE

B R TERE
DUWAS

SRIH ) BhE 5

4524123
(42.8-47.5)

14.944.2
(14.1-15.7)
12.5+4.4
(11.6-13.3)

1.940.6
(1.8-2.0)
2.0+0.6
(1.9-2.1)

44.9+11.0
(42.8-47.0)

14.4+4.2

(13.6-15.2)
12.4+4.3

(11.6-13.2)

1.940.6
(1.8-2.0)
1.940.6
(1.8-2.0)

-0.12

-0.02

0.01

0.01

45.3+11.4  44.0+£11.6
(43.2-47.4) (41.9-46.1)*

149442 147438
(14.1-15.6) (14.1-15.4)
125443  12.6+4.5

(11.7-13.3)  (11.8-13.4)

1.9+0.6 1.9+0.7

(1.82.0)  (1.8-2.0)
1.940.6 2.0+0.6
(1.82.0)  (1.8-2.1)

-0.12

-0.05

0.02

0.01

0.17

Data are expressed as mean£S.D. (95%CI). *p<0.05 compared with baseline by the Wilcoxon’s signed rank tes
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